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from the collection area to the transfer stations or directly to the resource
recovery facility. Odors at the transfer station fall into two major
categories: hydrogen sulfide (rotten egg odor) and organic. These odors would
occur if refuse was stored on site for long periods. The operation of the
transfer stations will generaly not allow refuse to collect for more than five
hours. No odor complaints have been received a a result of the existing
Minneapolis South transfer station operation (City of Minneapolis, August 1985).

The industrial facility at the northeast corner of the site has the potential
to be impacted by the construction of a transfer facility. The site is
currently subjected to potential odors from existing operations as described in
Part 1, Section 4.2.9.3.

4.10.2.2 Water Quality and Ecological Resources

The soils over the entire Freeway site are fill material from landfill
operations and intermediate cover. The depth of the fill and disturbed soil is
approximately 20 feet. The soils are highly compressible and would not support
slab development similar to transfer station construction.

The bedrock layer underlying the site averages 40 feet, and depth to first
groundwater contact is 25 to 30 feet over much of the site. The short distance
to bedrock makes the use of piles for the support of the structure
practicable. The swale serves as a discharge area for the shallow groundwater
system under the landfill. In a 1980 survey conducted by the Metropolitan
Waste Control Commission, the flow was approximately 0.2 cfs. The water
quality of the flow showed very high nitrate, chloride and volatile particulate
material. The levels of contaminants are similar to those observed in landfill
leachate. The surface water quality appears to be impacted by the existing
facility. Extensive groundwater monitoring and flow studies have been
conducted at the site. To date no evidence exists that leachate from the
existing landfill is migrating to the east, west or south of the site. The
site is, however, listed on the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency list of
permanent priorities (State Superfund) for remedial action and cleanup if
necessary. A city water supply well is located approximately 1.5 miles from
the site. The current site development has been designed to promote runoff
generation. The facility currently employs mitigating measures for runoff flow
and contaminant control.

The swale and lowland areas adjacent to the site provide habitat for several
naturally occurring species. Deer, rabbits and other wildlife have been
observed on the site. The construction and operation of the site as a transfer
station may increase noise impacts to the wildlife habitat, displacing
sensitive species. The site is, however, currently receiving significant
refuse truck traffic at the existing landfill, and the use of heavy
construction equipment for landfill operations is ongoing.

4.10.2.3 Land Use and Zonina

The site and most adjacent land is zoned for general industrial use. The
zoning of the site is compatible with the construction of a transfer station.
The land surrounding the site is vacant or used for mining and general
industrial. The construction of a transfer station on the site would be
compatible with existing land uses. The nearest sensitive land use is a
residential area over one mile from the site. The owner of the site has
expressed a willingness to allow the development of a transfer station.
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A metropolitan county may designate a transfer station outside the county.
Although there is authority to suport the conclusion that metropolitan counties
may condemn property for solid waste purposes outside county boundaries, such
authority is not absolutely clear. If a metropolitan county does acquire the
land outside the county for a transfer station site, it would have to be
constructed and operated consistent with applicable local regulations.
Implementation of a transfer station and a designation ordinance outside the
county may pose practical difficulties (Metropolitan Council legal staff,
1985).

4.10.2.4 Transportation

Transportation access to the site will be via I-35W to the exit at Black Dog
Rd. The site and roadways currently serve the operation of a landfill that
receives approximately 20 packer trucks per day. The delivery of 500 TPD of
waste at the facility would increase the anticipated traffic to the facility by
180 truck trips and 160 private automobiles per day. This represents an
additional 640 traffic trips to the site daily. The current traffic trips on
I-35W equal 67,000 per day. The traffic increase would be less than 1 percent
of the average daily trips on the highway at the site. The bridge and roadway
on I-35W are currently undergoing improvements to enhance the capacity of the
highway.

4.10.2.5 Noise

The site is located in an area of industrial land. The closest sensitive
receptors'for noise are located in excess of one mile from the site. The
attenuation of on-site noi~e from the site would reduce the facility impact
from approximately 70 dBA for L50 and Le to less than 35 dBA at the
receptor. Thirty-five dBA is much lowerqthan the average urban residential
noise level of 55 dBA in the region. The site would not have a measurable
impact on noise at sensitive receptors.

4.10.2.6 Utilities

Water, sanitary sewer, storm sewer, fire protection, electric, gas and
telephone service requirements are presented in Section 4.9.3. A six-inch
water service line for domestic water and fire protection to the building are
needed.

City sewer and water services are located at the southeastern edge of the
site. Connections and site development would be required to extend services to
the transfer station. The transfer station's water demand represents an
insignificant percentage (less than 1 percent) of the average daily municipal
water demand.

The facility wastewater discharge will be 100 gpd. A four-inch sanitary sewer
line from the bUilding to the existing sanitary sewer at the southeast corner
of the site will be required.

The bUilding would require a connected load of approximately 25 Kva, which can
adequately be provided by the existing 13.8 Kv line. Since this site is an
existing commercial/industrial area, the existing NSP electric distribution
system will accommodate building requirements with only minor on-site changes
and no required off-site changes.

Low-pressure natural gas would be required for the facility and would likely be
provided by propane storage on site. The facility will require telephone
service, which would be provided to the building by Northwestern Bell.
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4.10.2.7 Socioeconomics

The facility is zoned industrial and will be taxed at a very low rate
associated with vacant land after the landfill closes (anticipated closure is
December 1985). The facility, due to its proximity and current use, is not
expected to have an impact on the socioeconomics of Burnsville.
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4.11 Alternate Sites that Were Considered But Eliminated

Several potential sites were investigated as alternatives to the designated
transfer station sites. Some of these sites were first analyzed by Hennepin
County's consultants, HDR, Inc., and included in the firm's "Site Selection
Study--Solid Waste Transfer Stations Supplemental Report," July 27, 1984.
These sites, together with sites selected by Council staff, were screened for
suitability as reasonable alternative sites for solid waste transfer stations.
Each site evaluation included site visits, facility layout considerations,
environmental factors and zoning considerations. The following is a summary of
sites investigated and rejected for inclusion in this EIS.

POTENTIAL ALTERNATIVES TO BROOKLYN PARK EAST DESIGNATED SITE

73RD AV. N. AND U.S. HWY. 169 (CITY OF BROOKLYN PARK)

This seven-acre triangular site is north of 73rd Av. N. and west of the
Burlington Northern railroad tracks that parallel Hwy. 169. Although zoned
general industrial, this site was removed from further consideration due to its
triangular configuration. The site would not allow on-site queuing of
vehicles; would require extensive retaining walls due to short turning radii;
space limitations would require interior maneuvering; and would not have
adequate space for transfer trailer parking on site. The site is currently
being developed as a ministorage facility (Berg, 1985).

73RD AV. N. AND WINNETKA AV. COMBINED WITH 73RD AV. N. AND HWY. 169 SITE (CITY
OF BROOKLYN PARK)

This alternative would have combined the 73rd Av. No and Winnetka Av. site
(see Part 2, Section 4.2) and the above discussed triangle This potential
site was analyzed as using the 73rd Avo and Winnetka site for the transfer
station, while the triangular 73rd and Hwy. 169 portion would provide on-site
queuing and transfer trailer parking. This combined site was rejected because
the extension of 73rd Avo No west to Boone Av. (planned for completion 1986)
would separate the two parcels, resulting in queuing and transfer trailer
parking north of 73rd, and the transfer station itself south of 73rd.

1-494 BETWEEN COUNTY RD. 9 AND COUNTY RD. 10 (CITY OF PLYMOUTH)

Located west of 1-494 north of Roxford Rd. (County Rd. 9), this 240-acre site
was previously used for clay mining and processing. The site was volunteered
in 1981 to the Minnesota Waste Management Board (WMB) as a hazardous waste
processing site. After being rejected by the WMB for this purpose, it was
evaluated as a.potential transfer station site. Rejection of this site for a
transfer station was due primarily to poor transportation access. Vehicles .
would need to exit 1-494 at either County Rd. 9 or County Rd. 10. From either
of these roads, trucks would have to negotiate approximately 1.5 to 2 miles of
local streets through residential areas to arrive at the site. In addition,
the area is not (nor will it be prior to the year 1990) served by municipal
sanitary sewer service. The area is planned for future industrial use, but is
zoned rural/agricultural.
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POTENTIAL ALTERNATIVES TO HOPKINS DESIGNATED SITE

COUNTY HOME SCHOOL (CITY OF MINNETONKA)

This 7.4-acre site is county-owned land currently used for a juvenile home.
It was formerly Glen Lake Sanitarium. Located west of 1-494 and north of the
proposed realignment of County Rd. 67, the site is just east of a small creek.
The site was rejected because access would be directly from the proposed four­
lane, divided County Rd. 67; would be in a zoned floodplain district of the
creek; located in a marsh area draining to a protected wetland; could not be
relocated farther east due to steep slopes; would be adjacent to the County
Home School which currently uses the property for horseback riding and
pasturing; would be nearly adjacent to a nursing home west of the site; is
planned for institutional use; and is zoned R-1 residential.

FARM SITE (CITY OF MINNETONKA)

This privately owned site is approximately eight acres in size but will be
slightly less than five acres after construction of the County Rd. 67 realign­
ment. Although planned by the city for office-industrial use, the site is
currently zoned residential. In addition to its residential zoning, the site
was rejected due to configuration requiring short turn radii; the need for ex­
tensive tree removal and grading of steep slopes; the area drains to a desig­
nated wetland; realignment of County Rd. 67 will raise the road bed approxi­
mately 25 feet, requiring ingress and egress slopes well in excess of 6 percent.

MINNETONKA PUBLIC WORKS (CITY OF MINNETONKA)

This site is south of the Minnetonka Public Works facility along County Rd. 5
between County Rd. 73 and 1-494. While the site itself is vacant undeveloped
land, the surrounding area is predominantly residential. In addition to the
incompatibility with eXisting residential development, other factors leading to
rejection of this site include: an actively used baseball field adjacent to the
site; transportation of waste would be along County Rd. 5 from 1-494 or County
Rd. 18 (a distance in either case of approximately 1.5 to 2 miles) through
residential areas of the city.

POTENTIAL ALTERNATIVES TO BLOOMINGTON EAST

1-494 AND FRANCEAV. S. (CITY OF EDINA AND BLOOMINGTON)

This triangular five-acre site is located north of the 1-494 Frontage Rd. and
between France Av. S. and York Av. S. The site is undeveloped and appears to
be an inactive quarry. Although this site is situated very near the 1-494 and
France Av. S. interchange, access to' the south was not considered good due to
high levels of congestion in this area. The site is located along a portion of
France Av. that narrows from six lanes of traffic to four lanes. Rejection of
the site was due to site configuration; existing and projected traffic problems
in the area; planning and zoning (by both Bloomington and Edina) incompatible
with a transfer station; and incompatibility with existing office space
adjacent to this site.

CROSSTOWN EAST (NORTHWEST AIRPORT AREA PROPERTY OWNED BY STATE OF MINNESOTA)

This site is 15.5 acres and is located near the intersection of Crosstown Hwy.
62 and Hwy. 55. The site is situated in the southwest quadrant of the
intersection of Hwys. 62 and 55. This land is currently owned by the state of
Minnesota.
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Major factors affecting this siting area were development of the Crosstown
Hwy. 62 and Hwy. 55 interchange and its location within the clear zone for
runway 4/22 of the Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport. With regard to
the interchange, Hiawatha Corridor Plans show the improvement of Crosstown
Hwy. 62 and a proposed interchange realignment. Most of this site will be used
for the Crosstown Hwy. realignment and new interchange with Hwy. 55.

Another major site development concern is access to the remaining site after
the new highway is constructed. It appears as though the new interchange may
preclude access off of Minnehaha Av. to the east. It was not known at the time
of investigation if access off Minneahaha Av. would be allowed because of the
close proximity to the interchange. Access from the west would be prohibited
because of the residential area. This may have left the site without access,
which would make it unsuitable for a transfer station.

A second factor affecting the location of a transfer station on the site was
that it would be located within the existing clear zone of runway 4/22. A
runway clear zone is an area that is recommended to be totally clear of all
obstructions for safety purposes.

For the above reasons, this site was eliminated from further consideration as
an alternative transfer station site.

POTENTIAL ALTERNATIVES TO THE DESIGNATED MINNEAPOLIS SOUTH SITE

LYNDALE YARD SITE (CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS)

This site is located adjacent to a railroad yard north of Hwy. 12 and west of
Colfax Av. N. Adjacent north of the site is the Minneapolis School
Transportation Center. The site was rejected due to severe transportation
constraints. Access would be from several local streets that are brick, and
are so narrow that only replacement of some of them would provide adequate,
although marginal, access. Additionally, concern was expressed over
contamination of the site from PCP, lead and zinc (Wagner, 1985).

HIAWATHA AV. AND 39TH ST. E. (CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS)

This site is located along the east side of Hiawatha Av. south of 39th St. E.
The site is occupied by Ralston Purina feed manufacturing and Davidson
Distributing. Adjacent to the south is an NSP power substation. This site was
rejected due to the costs associated with relocating the existing businesses
and removing the vacated buildings; the narrow site configuration between
Hiawatha and the railroad tracks along the east side of the site; and because
access to the site would require vehicles to enter directly from Hiawatha Av.
without the aid of traffic controls.

HIAWATHA AV. AND 43RD ST. E. (CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS)

This site is along the east side of Hiawatha Av., south of 43rd St. E. The
site is currently occupied by the Judy Instructo Co., manufacturers of
educational books and visual education equipment. This site was rejected for
reasons similar to those given for the Hiawatha and 39th St. E. site,
specifically: vehicle access constraints; narrow site configuration; relocation
costs; and demolition costs.



5. ALTERNATIVE POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT

Alternative types of pollution control equipment could be
incorporated into the design of the facility.

5.1 No Pollution Control Equipment

The proposed facility could be designed without use of the latest
state of the art pollution control equipment. While this would result
in energy and financial savings, it would reduce the efficiency of the
pollutant removal processes. It would result in uncontrolled
emissions of gases into. the atmosphere.

5.2 Electrostatic Precipitators

Electrostatic precipitators would accomplish the same objective
as the baghouses proposed for this project, namely particulate
removal. The use of an ESP option only would eliminate the emission
of all but the smallest particulate particles. However, the ESP has
no effect on gaseous emissions. The ESP control option does have the
advantage of producing a hot p buoyant, rapidly rising plume that
quickly lifts the emitted pollutants far above the ground. The ESP
only plume would be relatively dry and this would not form a visible
moisture laden plume. However, acid gases would not be significantly
removed.




